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Sox 82 Squat, ,<um Road 
Howell, New Jersey 0773! 
September 12, 1975 

By Certified Mail No. 821738 



Dr. John K, Lattimer, M.D. 3 Sc.D. ■<-: 

Professor ana Chairman:!'!’ 

Department of Urology t n.~c 

College of Physicians of Columbia Oniversi ty 
620 West 168 th Street - 3.-7 

New York,. New York. .10032-, • />-*** . 

Dear Dr. Lattimerj, 5,- 3 h: h" o-- on ■:! 



ip.d tb-3 point 
r C ?o i -V"* 
':e eitry woenc 



Thank you for your letter of August 28, 1975. 

The reprint you mentioned was not. enclosed with the letter,', Hurra* s - t 
however 1 certal nly would appreciate an opportuni t.y to read ri tir a 
if you would be kind enough to send a copy J : .-5 j did not 

Jr. : r- l am a draftsman by trade and have no expertise iriiiterast: 

medical matters.; ''Aside .-.froni my local library,; T mist depend did 
upon individuals such as yourself and Dr. 01 i vier for professo, It 
Tonal .guidance and advi se. « .1 .am greatfull- to Dr. 01 i vier for : 
this pati ence and wi 1 1 i ngness to correspond concerning my several 
rinquries. In the light of others who avoid such an issue, he i s ■ 

< ,to . be -.commended . -.e o«i, t 1 ■; \ st pi'otv.ft ♦ y confirm me 

o. ficiaf vert !o~ ms >>v » dc'-c-i wh ft tee • Govs *nr;ei>t has- 

previous? y I first became interested in the Warren Commission Report 
about seven years ago after watching a late night television talk 
show on the subject of- a possible cdnspfricy and have been pursu- ,~Z 
ing my research ever since, when ever time and finances would allow. 
Initially, it was the ball istical aspects which attracted! roe, slnce: 
I do a lot of target shooting. i purchased a Mannlicher Carcano : 0 
of the type reportedly; found in the Oeposttory and in the years; oat 
that followed, fired approximately; four hundred rounds :thrdugh-vl t'.y- 
My personal observations led- me to seriously doubt the "Governments;' 
off i cl.al theory -and I n parti cu la r» ■ the history of; the magi c bul let 
known as Commission Exhibit 399, also known as the stretcher bullet. 



1. Although my methods lacked the controlled- conditions; of' 
the laboratory-, i did approach my work with an open rand objective-J^ 
mind and am not conei need that C£: 399 struck anyone. do feelj tho 
however j that it is one major proof of conspiracy. :. The: enclosed .v> 
photographs whi ch i have prepared, illustrate ray point, which is r the 
that thi s parti cular type of- bul let could- not possibly have passed -? le 
through the two men and emerged i n r ts present condi t ion. However, -rt 
I do believe that I have cone, close in determining how it did come- - 
into exlstance. I found that by firing the rounds into a,target 
medium of low resistance at point blank range at reduced velocities, 

I could recover missies quite similar to CE: 399. In fact, in an 
earlier test, I was, actually able to produce a missle with the: saraeec 
curve characteristic that- we have with CEr 399. :-l sent thi s bul let ; vvJ 
to Harold Weisberg who found it to be of’ some interest. I 1 , am nowort 
of the opinion that CEr; 399 was fired from the- suspect weapon, under: r.tr 
somewhat simi lar condi tions, prior to the assassination and- later . 
planted at Parkland. Hospital.; its discovery along with the Carcano 
to which it was identified as having been fired from, was deliberately 
used to frame Oswald who was and is in reality, innocent. 




) 



1 

j 

Dr., Latt i riser- . ; 
| ' Page 2 

September- 12, 1975 



The H, P. . White Laboratories which conducted some test 
for the CBS series several years ago, 'reported that there were : ! 

| - actually two types of, bullets used in their tests, • Dr. Olivier i. 

confirms my own findings, in that he found that the type of 
bullet: associated with the alledged assassination weapon tends to 
deform badly upon impact and during penetration^ i rFadd i t ion7 “ . 
there stili-exist the problem of ; the relationship of the bullet - 

holes in the •- back of the Pres Idents coat and shl rt and the point p* 
of entry in his back. As .you know, the holes In the clothing are 
several inches below the Governments location for- the entry wound. 

In an attempt to gain. some, cl ari f Scat ion on this area, I tried to 
find the answer by writting to Dr. H'utnes, and the' 1368 Review Panel 

[.After seven years, I was finally able to locate Dr. Humes, 
although had I been working for CBS, ft probably would have been a 
|. rather simple matter, to find him.: Perhaps it was because I did not 

| support the official findings as did CBS When -I’’ did contact him. 

Dr, Humes clammed up immediately when he discovered that my interest 
was in the Warren Commission, ! wonder wfhy Dan Rather of CBS did. r 
| not encounter this. same attitude back in June of 1967? Perhaps 1 t 

| is because CBS has always favored the Government regardless of what 

the actually evidence really showed. ; Dr. Humes could be sure that 
he would recieve no flack from CBS. I dare say that when the pro- 
gram you mentioned come out, it will most probably confirm the 
official version and ignore the evidence which the, Government has 
previously refused to deal with, 1 : - 

When I learned of the 1963 Review Panels report, I contact- / 
ed Dr. Fisher and secured a copy of the report from the Archives..’ / 
The variations in the report and the original Bethesda autopsy along/ 

I with the testimony of Dr. Humes are significant enough to me so as to 

make me seriously doubt the authenticity of the evidence. I can not 
help but Wonder when reading through al 1 of this material, if every- 
one. is talking about the same corpse. I would imagine that you are 
familiar with most of this, but allow me to .highlight some of the : 
cases in point.' ~ 

1. On March 16, 1964 Doctors Humes, Boswell and Finck testified 
before the Commission to the affect that they had carefully 
examined the X-rays and found no evidence of fracture to the 
vertical column or any of the other bony structures in the 
area ( 2 H 361 ). In the 1968 Review Panel report, under the 
heading of 11 Heck Region 51 we find that several small metallic 
fragments were present in the region of the .apex of the right 

i'lung of films 8, 9 and 10. You do not mention any such frag- 
; ments in your letter, the autopsy doctors mention no bone 
chops. Is everyone examining the same X-rays ? 

2. - Dr. Humes also testified that there was no discernable bullet 

wound at the site of the tracheotomy Incision when he examined 
the body ( 2.H 362 ) but on page, 9 of the 1968 Panels report 
we find that they observed the upper half or the circumference 
of a circular cutaneous wound at the site of the incision. 

Is everyone looking at the same photographs? 
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Dr. 'Humes stated that the ! X- rays showed two sizable metallic 
fragments above the right eye ( 2 H 353 ) . ^However, in the 
report of the 1968 Review Pane there 7 s absol ute 1 y no^- 
mention of any such fragments being observed In any of .the 
X-rays = Futhermore, it is interesting to note f hat althougn 
these two fragments were in existance at one t^me and desig- 
nated as Commission Exhibit 843, they are not 1 i steel on page 
6 of the Pnaels report which would seem to indicate that tne 

• members of the Panel were never sho\im.'.them;.- \ ■■ 

: ! n the report of the FB f agents who irere in the autopsy room 

at the time t' SlSbert and 0 ‘Neill CD: 7 they ' state that 
Dr. Humes probed the back wound with his finger. «>- 
bottom of page 15 of the Panels report, it is stated that 
this back wound was obviously too small to permitt the 
insertion of a finger. Did if shrink during rigor mortis? 

Dr. Fisher says that the Panel calculated the angle of entry 
as being about 10 or 20 degrees end that it was his opinion 
that 45 degrees was not accutately determined by Humes. 

Be that as it may. Dr. Finck also went along with Dr, Humes 
in stating that in his opinion It was also 45 degrees {2 l 3w 

’ 380 } . 



6. To explain the inconsistency between the bullet holes in the 
back of the coat and shirt and the entry wound. Dr. Humes 
attributes it to the Presidents muscular build whereas^ 

Dr, Fisher on the other hand feels that it was the waving 
root i on which caused the coat and shirt to "hike’ 1 up on the 
back. Both are wrong. First of all, the clothing was 
custom tailored which would exclude any physical reasons 
for the coat being any higher than it should be. Secondly, 

I n one of the color slides taken by Phil Willis at the 1. 1 me 
of the first shot which is said to have been the back shot, 
the Presidents back is shown and the coat 3s not hiked or^ 
bunched up whatsoever. There would be even less chance tnat 
the shirt would soRse because it is secured at the t-Op L.y a 
closed collar and anchored at the waist by the trousers and 
belt. i tried several times to produce sbeh a condition 
with my own clothing. i would suggest that you might want 
to try the same. 



7. Dr. Humes stated that the wound of entry in the rear or the 
skuli was 2.5 cm to the right of the occipital protuberance 
and slightly above it. On page 11 of the 1968 Panel report, 
it is stated that the films depict a hole i^QmjJJ j meters 
above the external occipital protuberance . Also, there is 
a 13 x 20 ram structure seen in the base of the crania! 
wound cavitv but there is no mention of in in the Be u^esaa 
autopsy report. in addition, the 1968 Panel observed a 
6.5ftm fragment embedded in the outer table at the edge or 
the hole but again, no such discovery is noted in the 
Bethesda report. 
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i'-l ha ve always been puzzled by the fact that all of the 
eye witnesses who observed the major defect in the head prior to 
the publication of the Governments report, place the wound in the 
posterior portion at the occipital bone but the evidence released 
the Government now shows it to be located in the tempro-pa r i eta 1 
region! . 



In conclusion, 1 think that what we seem to have here 
Is evidence of some remarkable post mortem regenerative process 
or else some fabricated evidence,. Since the official sources 
refuse to provide a logical and reasonable answer, the private 
citizen can only speculate as to what has really taken place. 



| Sincerely, 



| Emory L Brown, Jr„ 

| 

j Enclosures: 

i (1) 13 5 11 x 7" photographs 

4 (2} 19 pages electrostatic copies 
















IN THE ABOVE TWO PHOTOGRAPHS, THE NON- FATAL WOUNDS ARE DEFECTED. THE ECWER WOUND I W- THE 
SACX WAS POSITIONED DIRECTLY BENEATH THE HOLES IN THE OVERLYING SUIT COAT ANO SHIRT. THE 
V0UN3 LOCATED IN THE POSTERIOR NECK WAS POSITIONED ACCORDING TO THOSE MEASUREMENTS REPORTED 
IN THE I5E8 PANEL REVIEW ( 5 1/3 " below the right mastoid process and 5 3/V* from the 
r'Sht acromion process ). THE WOUND IN THE ANTERIOR NECK WAS POSITIONED ST PROJECTING IT 
■HRCU'H A HOLE LOCATED 01 RECTLY BELOW THE COLLAR BUTTON. IN THE OVERLAP! NG SEAMS. ALL ~ 
SUNOS PORTRAYED IN THE PHOTOGRAPHS ARE I/A" IN DIAMETER. . V- 




VE THREE PHOTOGRAPHS SEPECT THE PHYSICAL LOCATIONS OF THE BULLET BOLES IN 



CCAT AND SHIRT. BASED UPON THE MEASUREMENTS REPORTED IN THE 1SG3 
?' "IL-S . J-RATS. PHOTOGRAPHS. ETC. THE HARR ON THE BACK OF THE SU. 
- .... '1*°' I“ £ AGTLAL WOUND OF ENTRY IF IT WERE PROJECTED THSCUG1 

i ifi J/zZLr 1X6 S4I3. AM3 COAT. 



: SU3JECT 
CUGH THC 
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THE ABOVE 6 <,5 X 52 MH SLUGS WERE' RECOVERED FECK A BUSTLE OF 
MAGAZINES INTO WHICH THEY HAD BEEN FIRED AT POINT BLANK RANGE. 
REDUCED CHARGES OF DUPONT IMR 4895 POWDER WERE USED. THE LGADS . 



A. 12 GRNS = 796 fps- HV ( no measurement taketr } 

B. 15 GRNS = 988 fps- MV ( pen etna Ciorr 9 3/4 w ) 

SAME ROUND **3** 

- . 20 GENS = 1,318 fps* KV ( penetration II 1/2 ** } 
SAME AS ROUND "D H 
same as above 





2 > I --1 

> *Tj X 

2 H n 
o to 
to 2 



C re 

to > 
< 
to f— i 



> 

tr 

O 

< 

to 



> 

2 

to 



to Q 

*-3 

K tr 
to to 
to » 
2 > 



K 

> 

2 

a 

LO 



to 

j— i 
2 
to 

a 



Q 

to 

2 

to 



C 

to 



H 

m re . 

h to 

> O o\ 
r* c • 

M O Lri 

> tt X 

2 Lni 

> ro 

to to 

to <2 § 

Q = 



S to 
M C 

to 2 

M to 
M to 
> 

*< 



to 

c 

to 
to 
to 
H 
to CO 



> 

*? 



c 2 

to 2 

to 

2 o 
to 2 

1 -t, 

to. 2 : 
'to to 
> 2 
to to 
to 

2 2 
to to 

^>-R 



. to 
> 2 
to 
to 




a <;^so<h 

R H > 2 R s 

H h O < MW 

v_r M J 2 m H O 

> SCHSaSH 

r< H t> Q M m > 

h W 2 pd 

t> ** C 

2 2 W W R 

'-'I 2 W U> H 

2 CO o w H N> 



2 M 



> 2 £ 
2 O lo 



^ 2HWC 



* 2 W W " " 2 > 
5 3 t? 2 o • ■' 
■* w o p3 co co 
^ « 2 o% 3> «> ■ c; 

J o sEJ 2 
: °^ S S tJ 
( g > B 2 t- 

» • © 2 2 m M 
1 Oo» O H 50 
■ ^ £C H O 

H H 2 2 
; '-i ^ 2 2 O 

* O W W 

^ O 3C M 
. *TlOO>^ 
g 2 2 < CO W 
3 W W W 

2 H 2 CJ s 

o w o > 

UjWSOSQ 

Co W w > 

• 2 H W N 
U> m 2 2 > M 

2 W o H 2 

<g O 2 2 W 

^ M Co 
5 s M M *~3 M'* 

M > O > H 

3 2 2 2 K 

09 Q H O - 

W Ja.jtd 

H S H > H 
,D D> *» 2 2 

CO o M 
CO O 

C* 



w w 







Ipsli 

;i-v’ -'•« : 








